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Excisions: 


Not Applicable 


Reasons for excisions: 

Not Applicable 

Summary of reasons 
for classification: 

The magazine Best Of Erotic Film Guide Volume 6,Number 9, 2005 is classified as: 

Objectionable except if the availability of the publication is restricted to persons who have attained 
the age of 18 years. 

The magazine is dominated by explicit photo spreads featuring women in sexualised poses, short 
reviews of adult sex publications and a classified section. A small number of advertisements in the 
classified section play on a theme relating to the sexual attraction of older teenage women. One 
advertisement tends to encourage viewers to see phone sex with teenage women of any age as 
legitimate. The rest of the magazine's content overwhelmingly depicts and describes sex relating to 
adults. This advertisement on its own does not reach a threshold of content in the magazine that 
could fairly be said to lead the magazine to tend to promote or support the exploitation of young 
persons for sexual purposes. 

The right to freedom of expression has been weighed against the likelihood of injury to the public 
good. The explicit depictions of sex in the magazine would make its availability injurious to the 
public good unless it is restricted to persons 18 years of age and over. If the magazine was made 
available to younger viewers it is likely that it would contribute to the development of, or 
reinforcement of, negative attitudes and behaviours relating to their sexuality, sexual and personal 
relationships, and understanding of gender roles. This limitation on the magazine's availability is 
reasonable, demonstrably justified and the minimum required to reduce likely injury to the public 
good. 
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